for identifying the typographical error in the equation for wave speed in our appendix (1) . Unfortunately the Q and A were inverted in the text. The equation based on energy minimization in the appendix should rather read:
which does result in wave speed in m/s. However, the correct equation was used in processing of the data in the article (Fig. 1A) . In fact, if we had calculated "pace," a significant bias would be seen, as shown in Fig. 1B .
Weir-McCall rightly draws attention to the difficulty of measuring pulse wave velocity (PWV) in the pulmonary circulation and the relatively wide limits of agreement between the two methods described in the appendix of this study. Unfortunately, there is no noninvasive reference standard method of assessing PWV in the pulmonary circulation. We compared our "three-point Q/A method" of assessing PWV with an alternative energy minimization technique to exclude large biases. The minimal bias suggests that there is no systematic difference between these two techniques. However, the energy minimization technique was developed for the coronary circulation, where it is not possible to calculate the PWV using the Q/A method. We believe that in the pulmonary circulation the Q/A method is more valid, which may account for the relatively wide limits of agreement. However, we agree that more work is required in validating these metrics and one possibility is through the use of in silico models. 
